ATTORNEY DOCKET NO. 08146.0006U1 
Application No. 10/528,638 

REMARKS 

Claims 3, 4 and 9 have been amended, and claim 2 has been canceled. Claims 3-6, 8-13 
and 15-20 remain in the application. 

The present Office Action requires a restriction and election of claims as set forth in the 
Office Action because, according to the examiner, Applicants' amendment "has substantially 
modified the scope of the claims in such a manner that two-way distinctness now exists between 
the independent claims." 

hi response, Applicants request that the examiner enter the amendments herein, which 
will substantially return the claims to the previous unmodified version of the claim. In doing so, 
Applicant submits that the need for the restriction requirement is mooted, and the claims are now 
all in condition for allowance based on the previous examination of the claims. 

Specifically, claim 3 has now been amended so that it incorporates former claim 2, as 
well as the language of former claim 1 from the prior amendment. Claims 1 and 2 have been 
canceled. 

Claims 4 and 9 have been amended to be dependent on claim 3, essentially retuming 
these claims to their prior form. 

In the Office Action dated November 29, 2007, the examiner indicated that claims 3, 4, 7 
and 9 would be allowable if rewritten to include all of the limitations of the base claim and any 
intervening claims. Furthermore, in that Office Action, the examiner indicated the allowance of 
claims 10-13 and 15-17. 

As the claims are amended herein, claims 3, 4 and 9 (claims 4 and 9 are now dependent 
on claim 3, as they were previously) now include all of the limitations of the former base claim 
and any intervening claims. Thus, these claims are allowable, as are claims 5, 6, 8, 15, 16, 18 
and 20, which all depend directly or indirectly therefi-om. 

Claim 17 has already been indicated as allowed in the November 29, 2007 Office Action, 
so that claim, as well as claim 19 which is dependent on claim 17 should be allowed. 
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The examiner has already stated that claims 10-13 are allowed. 

Thus, all of the pending claims are in condition in which they have either been allowed or 
allowance had been indicated if the present amendments were made. Applicants submit that all 
claims should now be allowed. 

To be certain that Apphcants are fully responsive to the restriction requirement, if for any 
reason the examiner disagrees with the conclusions set forth above, Applicants provisionally 
elect Group I, with traverse. The basis for the traverse of the restriction requirement is that all 
presently pending claims have been examined, so that there is certainly no burden on the 
examiner, at this point in the proceedings, if the restriction requirement is withdrawn. 

Therefore, Applicants respectfully request that the examiner issue a Notice of Allowance 
for claims 3-6, 8-13 and 15-20. 

A Credit Card Payment Form PTO-2038 authorizing payment in the amount of $490.00 
for a Two-Month Request for Extension of Time for a large entity under 37 C.F.R. § 1.17(a)(2), 
is enclosed. This amount is believed to be correct, however, the Commissioner is hereby 
authorized to charge any additional fees which may be required, or credit any overpayment to 
Deposit Account No. 14-0629. 



I hereby certify that this correspondence, including any items indicated as attached or included, is being deposited with the 
United States Postal Service as first class mail in an envelope addressed to: Mail Stop AMENDMENT, Commissioner for 
Patents, P.O. Box 1450, Alexandria, VA 22313-1450, on the date indicated below. 




Respectfully submitted, 



Sumner C. Rosenberg , 
Registration No. 28,753 



Ballard Spahr Andrews & IngersoU, LLP 
Customer Number 23859 
(678) 420-9300 
(678) 420-9301 (fax) 



Certificate of Mailing Under 37 C.F.R. S 1,8 




Date 
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